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On June 21, 1993, Rhonald Coloman Bovorly fllod a formal 

complaint wlth the Commlsalon aaoertlng that Honry County Wotor 

Dlotrict No. 2 [ W a n r y  County") would not mako a malnllno water 

oxtonoion to m r v e  hie home undor tho oamo condltlons and for the 

namo coat that other axtonolona weea made to aounty roeldonto. 

Honry County filed Ate mower on July 9 ,  1893 arguing that Mr, 

BoVofly waa not ontltlad to the relief Bought ln tho oomplalnt and 
oaoklng dlemlusal  of Me. Eovorly's complaint. 

Aftar dlecovery and an fnformal aonfer~nao, a hoarlng wae hold 

on Boptembor 17, 1993, Both portlea appmarod and Honry County wae 

raprooontad by counaol. 

DXSCUSBION 

Henry County presently provldoo water sorviar to cuetomore In 

the area of the county where Mr. Eoverly'rm property i o  located. 

Mr. Bcvcrly own5 a traat of land bmtwrmn Albort bloorm Road and 



Cartor  Itoad. Mr.  Uavarly'f l  reHidonoa l e  adjaoont to the Albert 

Moor@ Itoad. 

llonry County haa a water llno from Ky, 561 north on Harpere 

im'orry-Lockport Noad and oxtondlng wost on Carter Road ("Harpore 

I"orry  axtonalon"). A tWO-tOnthE milo sxtanelon oxlete Prom Carter 

Iloorl down tho Kltipo Palaoo Road, Tho Kings Palaoo Road oxtension 

uppoaro to bo oloear to M r .  Dovorly'e property line than any of 

Iliiiiry County'u othor dlatrlbutlon Caollltloe. 

Mr. Bavnrly has roquostod that Henry County conetruot an 

extonolon to 6orve hl6 proporty from tho oxlatlng Harper6 Ferry 

oxtonoion to hlr, propoety line on Albert Moore Road. Mr. Beverly 

cJotliriataa tho dlutaneo from Albert Moor0 Road to hle property line 

tc.1 bn 1 . G  mllan, or 0,440 feet. (l lanry County baaed Ita coat 

o u t l m t o  on 10,500 feat1 for  llluetration, tho shorter dietance ie 

uuod.) M r .  nevarly a060rt0 that tho 1.6 mile extonelon to eervo 

h l o  proparty ahould bo mado for tho name ouetomor contributlon 46 
tho Ilarpcrtt Perry oxtonalon. 

Accordlnq to Honry County, the Harpore Ferry exteneion ie 5 

r n l l a o  long and uorvos 27 cuakomora. Honry County's practice has 

boc!ri to of far  rrininllne oxtenslone and EhArO equally in the cost on 

ony sxtanalon whara thero Is a dUn8lty of at leaet Pive cuetomere 

pur rnlle. I'ha Ihrpere Parry oxtension ooet $58,080.  The Pive 

cuntomer par aillo requirement havlnp beon mot, Henry County 

contrlbutad $29,040 and the ouetomors oaoh nontributed $1,075.56 

pluu  Henry County'e tcrrirfod tap-on foe  of $350. 
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Mr. Beverly asks the Commission to direct Henry County to make 

h i s  extension of 1.6 miles for $1075.56. Henry County has 

calculated thc construction cost €or Mr. Beverly's extension at 

$3.00 per foot, making the total coat of an 8,448 foot extension 

$25,344, If there were a minimum of five customers per mile, Henry 

County would pay half and the customers would share the remainder 

of the cost (less $3.00 x 50 feet per customer as required by 807 

KAR 51006, Section 12). The record reflects that only five 

potential customers own property on Albert Moore Road. To qualify 

for the 50 percent contribution, a minimum of 8 customers must 

sgroo to take water service. 

Notwithstanding Henry County's five customer per mile 

requirement, Commission Regulation 807 KAR 5:006 ,  Section 12, 

requires that each extension "stand alone." Under existing 

regulations, Mr. Beverly's extension costs must be calculated 

separately from the costs associated with the Harpers Ferry 

extension. Under either Commission regulations or Henry County's 

extension tariff, Mr. Beverly is required to pay no more than any 

other customer on the Albert Moore Road, but he is not entitled to 

an extension for the aame price paid by customers on the Harpers 

Ferry extension. 

After consideration of the record and being otherwise 

sufficiently advised, the Commission finds that Mr. Beverly is not 

entitled to the relief requested in his complaint. Mr. Beverly is 

entitled to obtain water service at a cost calculated under 807 KAR 

5:006, Section 12, provided he (and any other applicant on Albert 
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Moore Road) pays the entire cost of the extension less the cost of 

50 feet par applicant. 

An alternate method exists for Mr. Beverly to obtain water 

from Henry County. A O  part of the Harpers Ferry extension, A small 

extension of two-tenth8 mile was made on what is currently known as 

thc Kings Palace Road. Mr. Beverly could obtain water service from 

Kings Palace Road on the "back" side of his property. The only 

charge would bo the tag-on fee of $350.00 or the cost of setting 

tho meter. This alternative may not be as convenient to M r .  

Bevorly as tho metor would be at the opposite end of his property 

from his residence. However, Mr. Beverly could have an 

appropriately sized service line extended from the meter to his 

rosidonce. Whilo this method oP service may not be a6 convenient 

0 0  water aervlce from the Albert Moore Road, it would be 

considerably cheaper. 

The cont of either extension described above should stand on 

its own and should not be affected by the cost of any prior or 

future extension. We find no evidence of discrimination by Henry 

County in making ita water line extensions. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that MI. Beverly's complaint is 

dismissed. 
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. 
Done at Frankfort, Kentucky, this 26th day of Janunry, 1994. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COnnISSION 

Chairman 

ATTEST: 

w;pQ 
Executive Director 


